Mullins was slated to resume working underground and asked
Mullins to take the electrician's job so that Noble could ob-
tain the repairman's job in"'the shop which had been offered
to Mullins (Tr. 70).  Mullins had already decided to return
to the electrician's job before Noble talked to him, but the
implication in Mullins1 testimony is that Noble thought the
optional job of repairman offered to Mullins would involve
working only on the surface.  Mullins1 subsequent testimony
show's that if Noble thought the repairman's job involved only
surface work, he was sadly mistaken because Mullins said that
it ultimately turned out that the repairman's job required
Noble to work underground for 90 percent of the time (Tr. 116) .

At various points in his testimonyr Mullins stated that
he declined to take the repairman's job because it would pay
only 7-1/4 hours per shift and that he could not afford to
accept a reduction in salary because of the obligations he
felt for providing for his family's economic needs (Tr. 47;
53; 98; 113).  At another time, Mullins stated that he believed
that the repairman's job would require him to work' underground
where he would be exposed to having to clean coal dust from
around conveyor belt components and that the repairman1 s_ job
would expose him to more respirable dust than the electri-
cian's job (Tr. 50).  Although it is not necessarily incon-
sistent for Mullins to claim that he thought the repairman's
job was purely an outside job paying only 7-1/4 hours per
shift and simultaneously contend that he would be working
underground where he would be exposed to more than 1.0 milli-
gram of respirable dust, he has a background of having worked
as recording secretary of the mine committee and on the Board
of Directors of the Eastern Kentucky Concentrated Employment
Program and he contended at the hearing that he was intimately
acquainted with the various positions which had been awarded
to other Part 90 miners at the No. 26 Mine (Tr. 55) , so that
it is difficult to accept his claims that he did not know what
kind of repairman's job he had been offered when B-E was re-
quired to relieve him of the dispatcher's job in order to com-
ply with the arbitrator's ruling.

The record shows that when Mullins was first advised of
the fact that his x rays revealed sufficient evidence of
pneumoconiosis to make him a Part 90 miner, B-E sampled the _
mine atmosphere in which he worked as a repairman at that time-
and found that the respirable-dust concentration did not exceed
1.0 milligram per cubic meter of air.  Therefore, it was unnec-
essary for B-E to transfer Mullins to any position in a less
dusty area than the repairman's job which he then held (Stipu-
lation No. 4).  Mullins has always believed, however, that the
repairman's job he held when he was first advised that he had _
pneumoconiosis exposed him to more than 1.0 milligram of respi-
rable dust.  In support of that contention, Mullins testified

1831 Mullins was an "inside" job which would pay him for 8 hours
